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probability of interference from the non-targets. Here we find an increase in guessing probability of 0.12 under a dual-task and a 0.018 decrease in the non-target probability.
Table 1 from our Exploratory Analysis has also been updated to show how changing the effect size thresholds for our small and large-effect models affects the Bayes Factors for the probability of recalling the target orientation. The results are more equivocal than those previously reported, with two cases where the support for a largeeffect model exceeds a Bayes Factor of 5.
Results

Confirmatory Analysis
The median posterior estimate for the mean difference between precision for the single (M = 0.61, SD = 0.3) and dual task (M = 0.54, SD = 0.32) conditions was 0.07 (95% credible interval [À0.0078, 0.15]). The data were 6.29 times more likely under a model assuming a small versus a large effect. The median posterior estimate for the effect size of the change in precision between the single and dual task conditions was 0.32 (95% credible interval [À0.033, 0.68]).
For the probability of recalling the target orientation, the median estimate of the mean difference between the single (M = 0.8, SD = 0.15) and dual task (M = 0.69, SD = 0.23) conditions was 0.1 (95% credible interval [0.03, 0.17]). The Bayes Factor in support of a large versus a small effect was 1.75. Finally, the median estimate for the effect size was 0.52 (95% credible interval [0.14, 0.90]).
The median estimate for the difference in color judgment accuracy between the single (M = 0.91, SD = 0.072) and dual task (M = 0.9, SD = 0.06) conditions was 0. Figure 4 shows the updated effect sizes estimate for the four confirmatory outcome measures.
Exploratory Analysis
The median estimate for the difference in the probability of recalling a non-target orientation between the single (M = 0.16, SD = 0.14) and dual task (M = 0.14, SD = 0.12) conditions was 0.018 (95% credible interval [À0.031, 0.067]).
The median estimate for the difference in the probability of a uniform response distribution, that is, guessing, 
